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SUMMARY OF FACULTY SENATE MEETING

01/26/04

CALL TO ORDER

The meeting was called to order by Chair Heston at 3:15

P.M.

APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES

Motion to approve the minutes of the December 8, 2003 meeting by
Senator Swan; second by Senator Christensen. Motion passed.
Motion to approve the minutes of the January 12, 2004 meeting by
Senator Chancey; second by Senator O'Kane. Motion passed.
CALL FOR PRESS IDENTIFICATION

There was no press present.
COMMENTS FROM PROVOST PODOLEFSKY

The Provost commented on the budget situation, noting that the
Cabinet has been meeting about this and will be releasing a
statement on the web soon.
Things are looking better than the
worse case scenario and he has "thawed" a few positions in each
college.
COMMENTS FROM FACULTY CHAIR, CAROL COOPER

Dr. Cooper remarked that there was a Legislative Forum last
Friday, January 23 at AEA 267 with Dr. Betty DeBerg doing a great
job moderating.
She stated that the subcommittee has been working on the
Provost's evaluation.
Dr. Cooper is still working with Pat Geadelmann on getting Greg
Nichols for a visit for either the first Monday In March or
April.
COMMENTS FROM CHAIR, MELISSA HESTON

Chair Heston had no comments.
CONSIDERATION OF DOCKETED ITEMS

770

Curriculum Review

2
Dr. Koch was present at today's meeting representing the
University Curriculum Committee (UCC) to report on new programs
and new courses.
Prior to this additional review there were 94
new courses proposed and 64 courses proposed to be dropped. With
the additional review there are now 69 new courses and 66 dropped
courses proposed.
Every department was represented at their
meetings and explanations for the new courses were provided.
Dr.
Koch remarked that many of the new course proposals represent
reorganizations of curriculum.
A lengthy and lively discussion followed on the proposed new
courses and the approval process itself.
Motion by Dr. Cooper to accept the proposal from the College of
Natural Sciences for the new Majors in Computer Science; second
by Senator Chancey. Motion passed with Senator Swan abstaining.
Motion by Senator Swan to accept the two new minors in the
College of Fine Arts (Speech-Language-Hearing Sciences and
Portuguese Minor-Teaching); second by Senator Chance.
Motion
passed.
Motion by Dr. Cooper to accept the new minor in the College of
Education (Severe Disabilities); second by Senator Christensen.
Motion passed.
Motion to approve dropping the Physics Major with Environmental
Emphasis by Senator Moore; second by Senator Chancey. Motion
passed.
Motion to approve the proposed new courses in the College of
Business Administration by Senator Wurtz; second by Senator
Zaman. Motion passed.
Motion to approve the proposed new courses in the College of
Education by Senator Herndon; second by Senator Chancey.
Dr. Cooper moved that she would like to divide the question, and
consider 440:210 Quantitative Methods in HPELS and 440:215
Qualitative Methods in HPELS separately from the rest of the
College of Education course proposals; second by Senator Chancey.
Motion passed.
It was agreed to look at that the divided section first.
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Dr. Cooper moved to approve 440:210 Quantitative Methods in HPELS
and deny 440:215 Qualitative Methods in HPELS; second by Senator
Christensen.
A lengthy and lively debate followed.
Motion to table approval of 440:210 Quantitative Methods in HPELS
and 440:215 Qualitative Methods in HPELS by Faculty Chair Cooper;
second by Senator MacLin. Motion passed with one nay by Senator
Varzavand.
Motion to approve College of Education changes except for those
tabled items by Senator MacLin; second by Senator Herndon.
Motion to call the question by Senator Swan; second by Senator
Herndon. Motion passed.
Motion to approve College of Education changes except for those
two courses that have been tabled passed with one abstention by
Senator Varzavand.
Motion to approve the College of Humanities and Fine Arts changes
by Senator Swan; second by Senator Chancey. Motion passed.
Motion to approve the College of Natural Sciences changes by
Senator Chancey; second by Senator O'Kane.
Motion passed.
Motion to approve the College of Social and Behavioral Sciences
changes by Dr. Cooper; second by Senator MacLin.
Motion passed.
Informal discussion on the relevance of process issues in the
Senate's deliberations on curricular proposals followed.
ADJOURNMENT
DRAFT FOR SENATOR'S REVIEW
MINUTES OF THE UNIVERSITY FACULTY SENATE MEETING
01/26/04
1601

Ronnie Bankston, Karen Couch Breitbach, Clif Chancey,
David Christensen, Carol Cooper, Cindy Herndon, Melissa Heston,
Sue Koch, Otto MacLin, Susan Moore, Chris Ogbondah, Steve O'Kane,

PRESENT:
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Aaron Podolefsky, Jesse Swan, Katherine vanWormer, Susan Wurtz,
Shah Varzavand, Donna Vinton, Mir Zaman
Reg Green was attending for Tom Romanin.
Absent:

Gayle Pohl and Dhirendra Vajpeyi

CALL TO ORDER

The meeting was called to order by Chair Heston at 3:15 P.M.
APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES

Motion to approve the minutes of the December 8, 2003 meeting by
Senator Swan; second by Senator Christensen. Motion passed.
Motion to approve the minutes of the January 12, 2004 meeting by
Senator Chancey; second by Senator O'Kane.
Motion passed.
CALL FOR PRESS IDENTIFICATION

There was no press present.
COMMENTS FROM PROVOST PODOLEFSKY

The Provost stated that the Cabinet is a congenially and
cooperative group to work with and that they will be holding two
budget retreats and will release a statement on the web about the
budget soon. What they will be doing is to make the cuts that
were made in October permanent and put back some of the monies
that were taken centrally; they will also look at the issue of
salary increases.
For those items, things are looking better
than the worse case scenario because they have found some monies
in contingency accounts or rent contract overheads that have gone
up and enabled us to increase the budget.
He has preliminarily
"thawed" a few positions in each college; the deans have shown
where they would be able to come up with what they know it will
take to cover additional salaries. But there are still a number
of positions and budgets frozen.
We are not planning for another
budget cut next year, and if this occurs, it will be a whole
different conversation but the assumption is that the situation
we know about now is what we'll deal with.
Faculty Chair Cooper asked if the Faculty Senate Budget Committee
has met since last semester. The Provost responded that they had
not and what the Cabinet has been dealing with has been short
term whereas the Senate Budget Committee has been looking at
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long-range budget cuts. He added that everything the Senate is
doing is helping us stay on track in the future.
COMMENTS FROM FACULTY CHAIR, CAROL COOPER

Dr. Cooper remarked that there had been a Legislative Forum last
Friday, January 23 at AEA 267 with Dr. Betty DeBerg doing a great
job moderating.
Both sides noted that the Regents could expect
the same funding next year as this past year.
She stated that the subcommittee that is working on the Provost's
evaluation has been very busy and there will be an on-line tool
coming out so the faculty can review and comment. This process
has become more technology orientated since the last review of
Nancy Marlin.
Dr. Cooper also commented that she is still working with Pat
Geadelmann on getting Greg Nichols for a visit.
She has asked
for either the first Monday in March or April, as those are
traditionally the times for faculty meetings.
COMMENTS FROM CHAIR HESTON

Chair Heston had no comments.
CONSIDERATION OF DOCKETED ITEMS

770

Curriculum Review

Dr. Koch was present at today's meeting representing the
University Curriculum Committee (UCC) to report on new programs
and new courses. A memo dated Friday, January 23, 2004 was sent
to the Senators outlining the Committee's recommendations.
She
reminded the Senate that this is part of the process that was
added by the Senate in December and what the Senate will decide
today is approvals for new courses and programs, and an
additional dropped program in Physics.
She noted that this has
not been an easy process but it was worth doing and necessary as
it created a much greater awareness all the way down to
department level that there are constraints that we must think
about that we have not been aware of.
Prior to this additional
review there were 94 new courses proposed and 64 courses proposed
to be dropped.
She also noted that it is difficult to move
forward to the Board of Regents with that kind of discrepancy.
With the additional review there are now 69 new courses and 66
dropped courses proposed which will make it much easier to move
forward to the Board of Regents. Every department was
represented at the UCC meeting and explanations for the new
courses were provided.
Departmental representatives are present
today in case the Senate has additional questions . Dr. Koch
remarked that many of the new course proposals represent
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reorganizations of curriculum.
about this, it made sense.

Once the committee heard more

In terms of new programs, Dr. Koch stated that the DCC has
approved and recommended three new proposals from Computer
Science.
The programs were reshaped so they were under or at the
maximum hours in the major for a B.S. degree in terms of our
current requirements. With regard to the increases in tuition
and the time it takes to graduate, the Committee remains
concerned about program length. The DCC agreed that they are
very exciting, cutting edge new majors that would be wonderful
for the university to have.
Dr. Koch noted that if the Senate approves these proposals today
there will be additional discussions as to when the appropriate
time is to move them forward to the Board.
They don't
automatically go forward as a result of the Senate's decision
today.
Dr. Cooper asked whether, if these three new Majors go forward,
was there some thought to phasing out some of the things that
might not be as cutting edge or is the plan to maintain all of
the majors.
Bart Bergquist, Acting Head of the Department of Computer
Science, responded that there is an option that they could change
something if it was necessary but at this point they think there
is enough demand for what is currently being offered that they
can't justify changing.
Dr. Cooper clarified her question to ask
if long-range plans included phasing out any of the majors.
Dr.
Bergquist responded that no, they did not plan to phase out any
majors.
Provost Podolefsky commented that in talking with the Dean of the
Department of Natural Sciences there are clearly some resource
implications with these new programs. While the Senate may pass
these new programs, he suggests bringing them to the Board with
the recommendation that the Board table those that will require
new resources until we know where the resources will come from.
In his role as the Provost, he does not feel comfortable
approving a major to then find out two years down the road that
we don't have the faculty needed to teach the new courses.
He
does not mind if the Senate approves them as curriculum but does
not feel comfortable bringing them to the Board not knowing if we
will have the resources.
He also commented that the budget
situation may turn around and new majors can be presented to the
Board at any time.
He doesn't want to hold up the department but
doesn't want to recommend a proposed program that we might not be
able to deliver.
The Provost also stated that at some point the DCC will need to
go back and look at what the reductions in minimum length of the
BA and BS degrees (12 to 126 credit hours, respectively), the
reduction of the length of the Liberal Arts Core, as well as the
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double counting policy mean for new majors.
Those issues were
never taken up by the DCC after the Senate made changes to the
minimum length for the BA and BS degrees.
It would be good for
them to take this up in the absence of any particular program
interest.
Senator Q'Kane asked of the three new proposed majors, which one
the Provost would bring to the Board. The Provost responded that
of the three, the Software Engineering program already has the
courses in place and there is room in the classes.
Dr. Bergquist
responded that that was the case. The other two will probably
require more faculty.
Chair Heston asked the Senate how they wished to proceed.
Senate
Swan questioned the procedure, asking if the Senate passes all
three new majors, and with the Provost only endorsing one of them
to the Board, then will the Provost advocate everything else that
the DCC has recommended to the Board. The Provost responded that
yes, he will support the other new programs and courses as they
really will not require new personnel or expertise that these
other two will.
The Provost also noted that once these move
forward the Iowa Coordinating Council looks at proposals as well
as the Interinstitutional Regents Committee.
Motion by Dr. Cooper to accept the proposal from the College of
Natural Sciences for the new Majors in Computer Science; second
by Senator Chancey. Motion passed with Senator Swan abstaining.
Motion by Senator Swan to accept the two new minors in the
College of Fine Arts (Speech-Language-Hearing Sciences and
Portuguese Minor-Teaching); second by Senator Chancey. Motion
passed.
Motion by Dr. Cooper to accept the new minor in the College of
Education (Severe Disabilities); second by Senator Christensen.
Senator Couch Breitbach commented that this minor is in response
to new directives at the state level and our students need this
in order to go out and become certified to work with these
children. This is meeting both the needs of the children of the
state of Iowa and our graduates. Dr. Koch noted that the major
in Mental Disabilities: Moderate/Severe/Profound was dropped so
this is not a resource issue.
Motion passed.
Dr. Koch noted that the College of Natural Sciences proposel to
drop the major, B.A. Physics majors with Environmental Emphasis
is new to the package. Senator Chancey stated that this had been
an option that they have had for several years with only one or
two students enrolled. The Physic ~ Department is having their
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program review this year and this seems to be the opportune time
to bring it forward.
All of the other programs in the department
more than adequately handle students' in this area.
Motion to approve dropping the Physics Major with Environmental
Emphasis by Senator Moore; second by Senator Chancey.
Senator O'Kane questioned if this was affiliated with the
environmental program in both Biology and Chemistry.
Senator
Chancey responded that the Biology Department had dropped their
Environmental Emphasis a year ago.
Motion passed.
Motion to approve the proposed new courses in the College of
Business Administration by Senator Wurtz; second by Senator
Zaman.
Senator Herndon asked if Economics 920:128 Law and Economics was
in a program of study. Dr. Koch responded that it has been
taught experimentally several times but noted that it is an upper
level course with two prerequisites.
Motion passed.
Motion to approve the proposed new courses in the College of
Education by Senator Herndon; second by Senator Chancey.
Dr. Cooper moved to divid the question and consider 440:210
Quantitative Methods in HPELS and 440:215 Qualitative Methods in
HPELS separately from the rest of the College of Education course
proposals; second by Senator Chancey. Motion passed.
It was agreed to look at that the divided section first.
Dr. Cooper noted that someone had phoned her questioning if all
parties had signed off; Chair Cooper believes that Educational
Psychology and Foundations has not and she is hesitant to send it
forward.
Dr. Koch noted that the College of Education representative to
the VCC reviewed the consultations and had no objections at that
level. The VCC also heard from various parties and it was clear
that there was some difference in viewpoints but when reviewed
the vote all the way up had been to approve these courses.
They
found no reason to object to them and thus approved them.
There
was debate at Department and Senate levels but that the College
of Education Senate did approve them.
Dr. Cooper stated that it was the COE representative to the VCC
that contacted her today noting that she had not signed off on
the proposals as the Ed Psych Dept. curriculum chair.
Chair
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Cooper also noted that it says on-line that consultation has not
been completed and it is this kind of process error that bothers
her.
Dr. Cooper remarked that there is a serious problem when
people don't do paper work.
Dr. Cooper questioned which of the courses have been taught by
experimental number. Dr. Chris Edginton, Director of HPELS,
responded that none of them have. He noted that one of the
courses had been taught for a decade under the Ed Psych number by
the HPELS faculty for HPELS students. That course, Dr. Cooper
noted, is now a prerequisite for this new course and questioned
how can that be.
Dr. Edginton responded that HPELS has taught their own course in
statistical methods because the department was not satisfied with
the content that was offered in the statistical methods area bu
Ed Psych. Dr. Sue Joslyn was the primary instructor for that
course for a decade. This issue was pushed this time because
they felt that a 100 level G class was not sufficient in breadth
and scope to cover the content they wanted covered.
Thus, it was
moved to a 200 level course. What they are proposing is beyond
what has previously been taught in the 100 level G course. Most
undergraduate students in the HPELS area are required to take
some statistical analysis course. All students take something in
evaluation of research methods or statistical applications.
Since HPELS is expecting students at the undergraduate level to
cover much of the content that would be covered in portions of
the Ed Psych 100G level course, then HPELS could use that class
or an equivalent. Dr. Edginton noted that the prerequisite was
not part of the original proposal.
Since most of the students at
the undergraduate level were taking courses that covered that
content they wanted to have a course that reflected a higher
level of statistical acquired analysis at the 200 level to meet
their particular needs.
There is some concern in the College of
Education that one statistics course can be taught that serves
all units.
In talking about Teacher Education, that may be the
case but the majority of students in HPELS are in non-teaching
areas.
Chair Heston clarified that these courses in question are
graduate courses and this discussion is not relevant to what the
undergraduates do.
Dr. Edginton stated that the prerequisite
would be.
Dr. Edginton continued that that qualitative methods course they
are seeking has an opportunity to enhance their capacity to do
research with their students within the School of HPELS at all
levels. They are looking at the breadth of knowledge required to
do qualitative work and depth. All of these courses were
approved through the UCC.
Even though consultations and
discussions were held, they continued their dialogue with Ed
Psych and Special Education in particular. After that whole
process, they came to a "win/win" solution to the concerns that
were expressed. The solution was to move a course, Qualitative
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Methods In Special Education, to Ed Psych where it would be
offered as a class in Qualitative Methods that would offer the
breadth of information that is required.
HPELS would then follow
with a class in Qualitative Methods that would allow for the
depth and the contextualization. HPELS is offering a higher
level of inquiry to be taught than what Ed Psych is willing to do
at the 100 level G course that they currently offer.
They have
no objections to that course or equivalent being a prerequisite
to that 200 level graduate course. Most of the students in their
major have much of that information as a result of their
undergraduate programs, and students coming here in a graduate
program would have that information in place.
Dr. Cooper noted that her concern is that the process has been
broached, is unethical, and that complaints have come from other
people in terms of the consultative process, and she feels it is
not complete.
She can see the need for this particular course
but has concerns about the Qualitative Methods course as there
was much more discussion at the UCC level and does not believe
that it has ever been taught by an experimental number.
Dr. Cooper moved to accept 440:210 Quantitative Methods on HPELS
and deny 440:215 Qualitative Methods in HPELS; second by Senator
Christensen.
Senator Swan asked if there is a problem with the process why
would you want to accept one course over the other? Dr. Cooper
replied that she does not like the process but one of the courses
has at least been taught experimentally and they have the
resources.
Senator Chancey asked if the consultation document was passed on
from Ed Psych, but not signed off on? Chair Heston responded in
an attempt to clarify the issue, that Ed Psych, the Graduate
faculty, was never consulted as a whole.
The Curriculum Chair
did not bring it forward for consultation.
Both courses were
denied by the College Curriculum Committee but went forward to
the College Senate for additional consideration so they do not
have perfect approval up the line. They were denied initially at
the Curriculum Committee level. Whether consultation has been
done properly or appropriately is a matter of considerable debate
among the people involved.
She did note that the people with the
strongest objections are not present today.
This is a very
sensitive and complex issue that has been discussed for a number
of years as to how to handle such an issue. Dr. Edginton, she
noted, is correct when he says his faculty have indeed taught the
undergraduate/graduate 100G level stats course for his students.
There was a split vote at the College Senate on this and it has
not been as smooth an approval process as it may appear.
The
Graduate Curriculum Committee did approve it 100%. Dr. Koch
noted that the UCC had one "no" vote, the College of Education
representative, Sherry Gable, and she the came back the next day
and changed her vote to "yes."
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Senator MacLin remarked that process is important and asked why
those people with strong objections were not here today, and
whether they had asked one of the senators to represent them.
Chair Heston responded that Senator Gable, COE representative to
the DCC, was not able to be here because she is conducting the
College of Education Senate meeting right now.
Dr. Koch
responded that they were not here because they believed the
conversation happened last week.
Senator Zaman asked if the College Curriculum Committee approved
this.
Chair Heston responded that no, they did not but that the
College Senate did.
Senator Couch Breitbach commented that she believed the College
of Education Senate approved it on the condition that it would go
back for further consultation and for approval of the College
Curriculum Committee.
Dr. Edginton stated that that was not what happened.
There has
been a robust debate all the way along but when the vote was
taken, those people dissenting voted thus because they do not
believe that HPELS should not have their own statistics course
and having a course in Qualitative Methods in Special Education
can meet the entire needs of the College of Education.
Along the
way, as the issue was explained from the HPELS perspective, the
committees have approved.
He believed that HPELS has done more
than an adequate job of consultation and that a satisfactory
conclusion was reached.
He noted that he is a bit confused about
what is going on here today because there are some people that
are dissenting at the last moment.
Dr. Cooper said that that may be the case but it must be put in
writing, and that they need to sign off on it.
Senator Swan said it is important for the Senate and other bodies
to pass items even when there is dissent but this is the first
that the Senate is hearing about significant dissent and he would
like to fully understand it, and would the Senate really need to
know what their dissenting views are.
Dr. Cooper questioned how often Qualitative would be taught.
Dr.
Edginton confirmed that it would be taught every 3-4 semesters.
Dr. Cooper suggested the, if this is the case, then the course
could be taught as a graduate experimental course.
If it had
been taught previously as an experimental course than it would be
appropriate to offer it as a new course.
She does feel that the
Quantitative course has been taught previously and it has a track
record and that is her reason for splitting the two.
Senator Zaman asked if the College Curriculum Committee approved
both of the courses.
Chair Heston responded that they were not
approved there but HPELS had the right to take their appeal on up
the ladder, which is what they did.
Both were approved at the
next level, 5-3, and then went on to the Graduate Curriculum
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Committee where it was unanimously supported.
Senator Zaman
asked if the dissenting views were for both of the courses.
Chair Heston responded that she believed it was for both courses.
A lively discussion followed on the validity of the process.
Chair Heston noted that it is possible for the Senate to table
this matter and invite others to come and address this matter at
the next meeting, and there would still be time for the changes
to get into the catalog.
Discussion followed with Dr. Cooper noting that Educational
Psychology and Foundations has not signed off on this, nor has
Educational Psychology and Foundations or Special Education
signed off on consultation. Dr. Koch stated that by signing off,
they are asked to mark on the form "we object", "has an impact on
department but we do not object", or "we do not object".
Provost Podolefsky commented that if a department chooses not to
respond on the form, is that a violation of process? And this is
what the Senate needs to look at, because not responding is not
responsible.
Chair Heston offered that the timeframe might also
come into play, did the request for the consultation come two
days before or after the package?
Motion to table approval of 440:210 Quantitative Methods in HPELS
and 440:215 Qualitative Methods in HPELS by Faculty Chair Cooper;
second by Senator MacLin. Motion passed with one nay by Senator
Varzavand.
Motion to approve College of Education changes except for those
tabled items by Senator MacLin; second by Senator Herndon.
Senator Herndon asked if by signing off on these courses does
this mean there are no budgetary implications or they have been
okayed.
Dr. Koch responded that the committee was satisfied in
all these cases.
Chair Heston commented that she is having a difficult time
understanding how the College of Education can offer all of these
new courses at a time when their budget needs to be reduced by
about $1 million.
The Provost responded that the bottom line is that the $1 million
reduction is not accurate at this point in time.
The total for
the division, including the October cut, is $1.7 million.
The
College of Education is now probably looking at a reduction of
closer to $300,000 - $350,000.
Dr. Koch also responded that Educational Leadership had four new
courses but they are dropping seven, and only one of the new
courses is an organized section and the other three are not part
of the faculty load, which changes the resource implication.
Also that seven of the new courses in HPELS are part of the new
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M.S. in Athletic Training that was approved by the Senate last
spring.
The UCC is satisfied that the new courses make sense and
that the balance of new versus dropped is now much better than it
was.
Discussion followed on the process of determining whether a new
course has resource implications.
Motion to call the question by Senator Swan; second by Senator
Herndon. Motion passed.
Motion to approve College of Education changes except for those
two courses that have been tabled passed with one abstention by
Senator Varzavand.
Motion to approve the College of Humanities and Fine Arts changes
by Senator Swan; second by Senator Chancey.
Chair Heston stated that as she understands it, CHFA is down 25
lines in the past three years.
If that is true, how can they be
adding more course work? Senator Chancey noted that the faculty
in the departments has said that they want these new courses, and
if they have made it this far it is not going to be an issue for
departments.
Provost Podolefsky also noted that some of the School of Music
courses are one-credit courses replacing two credit courses. You
can't always count courses; sometimes it is credit hours.
Motion passed.
Motion to approve the College of Natural Sciences changes by
Senator Chancey; second by Senator O'Kane.
Senator Zaman questioned if the Bioinformatics courses are tied
into the new major in Bioinformatics. Dr. Koch responded that
they are.
Senator Zaman questioned if the new major is not
offered will these new courses still be offered.
Dr. Bergquist
responded that no, they cannot officially offer them other than
under an experimental number. The Provost had noted that he
hoped things would change in six months or so and that the
Computer Sciences Department is being optimistic and they want to
move these things forward as they can.
Senator Herndon noted that there were several courses,
specifically the math courses that she did not find included in
new programs, are these just pure elective courses, have they
been offered experimentally, are they necessary? It was noted
that they are part of the new Bioinformatics major.
Senator Swan wondered how these new courses that are connected to
new majors will be kept out of the catalog if the new majors are
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not approved.
Dr. Cooper responded that new majors can be added
at any time and if resources change than it is good to have the
courses approved.
The Provost commented that by approving these courses now, they
will get in the catalog but they might not be offered.
On the
other hand, if the program is not approved the departments may
want to offer these courses, even only once to see if there is
any interest.
Discussion followed.
Dr. Cooper questioned if a new major comes along after the
catalog has been printed, can we put it on the on-line catalog.
Dr. Koch responded that as far as she is aware, the on-line
catalog is only being posted as an exact replica of the printed
catalog.
Diane Wallace, Registrar's Office, noted that Dewayne Purdy takes
care of the on-line catalog and that it can be changed.
She also
noted that there are several places in the catalog where it is
stated that this catalog can be changed.
Motion passed.
Motion to approve the College of Social and Behavioral Sciences
changes by Dr. Cooper; second by Senator MacLin.
Motion passed.
The Senate had an informal discussion about their views on the
relevance of process issues in the Senate deliberations on
curricular proposals.
ADJOURNMENT

Motion to adjourn by Senator Couch Breitbach; seconP by Senator
O'Kane.
The meeting was adjourned at 5:05 P.M.
Respectfully submitted,
Dena Snowden
Faculty Senate Secretary

